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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant contacted the Examiner to discuss the amendments to the 
claims submitted in the latest response. Particularly, Applicant wanted to ensure that the claim amendments 
highlighted that the user cannot change the settings of the date-and-time management apparatus, as opposed to 
Cisco. The Examiner suggested a more positive limitation such that it is shown that the device sets a flag "locking" the 
device to the predetermined manager. The discussion resulted in the language of the Examiner's amendment, such 
that the Examiner agreed to search that limitation and if found allowable and approved by the primary examiner, to do 
an Examiner's amendment accordingly. 




